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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The information disclosure statement filed December 8, 2006 has been 
considered by the Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Thomas (US 4,629,826). 

Regarding claim 1, Thomas discloses a conduit (see figure 2) having a 
substantially semi-circular outer cross-section (see figure 2) comprising a base portion 
(22) and a lid portion (20), the lid portion (20) being attached to the base portion (22) by 
a hinge (24) and having a clip (see figure 2) on the opposite side, wherein the hinge 
(24) is located at an angular elevation from the base of: between 10° and 35° (see 
figure 2) , the base portion (22) having a clip socket (see figure 2) for retaining the clip, 
wherein the clip socket (see figure 2) comprises an outer wall (26), which forms part of 
the semi-circular outer cross-section (see figure 2), and an inner wall (see figure 2), 
between which is defined a channel for the clip (see figure 2), the height of the inner 
wall (see figure 2) above the bottom of the base portion (22) being substantially the 
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same as the height of the hinge (24) above the bottom of the base portion (see figure 
2). 

Regarding claim 2, Thomas discloses a conduit (see figure 2) wherein on a 
cross-section of the conduit a line between the hinge and the top of the inner wall is 
within 5° of parallel with the base of the conduit (see figure 2). 

Regarding claim 10, Thomas discloses a conduit (see figure 2), wherein a buffer 
ledge can be provided in the base portion on the bottom wall (see figure 2) and on or 
adjacent the wall to which the hinge is attached. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thomas (US 4,629,826). 

Regarding claim 3, Thomas discloses the claimed invention except for the 
hinge being located at an angular elevation from the base of between 20° and 25°. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to make the hinge located at an angular elevation from the base of between 
20° and 25°, since it has been held that rearranging parts, of an invention involves only 
routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 181 F.2d 1019, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950). 
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Regarding claim 4, Tliomas discloses the claimed invention except for the outer 
wall of the clip socket is shorter than the inner wall. It would have been an obvious 
matter of design choice to make the clip socket shorter than the inner wall, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere change in the size of a component. A change 
in size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re 
Rose, 220 F.2d 459, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). 

Regarding claim 5, Thomas discloses the claimed invention except for the outer 
wall has an angular elevation from the base which is at least 5° more than that of the 
inner wall. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to make the angular 
elevation from the base which is at least 5° more than that of the inner wall, since such 
a modification would have involved a mere change in the shape of a component. 
Where the instant specification and evidence of record fail to attribute any significance 
(novel or unexpected results) to a particular shape, a change of shape is generally 
recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re Dailey, 357 F.2d 
669, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1966). 

4. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thomas (US 4,629,826) in view of Belcher (US 5,274,194) 

Regarding claim 6, Thomas discloses the claimed invention except for the outer 
wall of the clip socket has a retaining lip thereon, which engages with a corresponding 
retaining groove in the clip. Belcher teaches a conduit (10) having a clip socket (see 
figure 1) and a lid portion (14) having a clip (see figure 1); wherein the outer wall of a 
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clip socl^et (see figure 5) lias a retaining lip (42) thereon, which engages with a 
corresponding retaining groove in the clip (see figure 5). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make Thomas's 
conduit with the outer wall of the clip socket having a retaining lip thereon, which 
engages with a corresponding retaining groove in the clip as taught by Belcher to 
provide means for firmly securing the lid portion to the base portion. 

Regarding claim 7, the modified Thomas discloses the conduit (see figure 2) 
wherein the portion of the clip which extends beyond the retaining groove into the 
channel (as taught by Belcher) between the inner and outer walls of the clip socket 
extends a short distance beyond the retaining groove (as taught by Belcher). 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Thomas 
(US 4,629,826) in view of Sato (US 6,545,217). 

Regarding claim 9, Thomas discloses the claimed invention except fro the 
conduit comprising a sealing gasket being provided on the clip or the clip socket. Sato 
teaches an apparatus having base portion (2) having a clip socket (see figure 3) and a 
lid (3) having a clip (see figure 3), and a sealing gasket (14) being provided on the clip 
socket (see figure 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide a sealing gasket on the clip or the clip socket as 
taught by Sato to provide means from improving the conduit sealing capabilities. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claim 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The primary 
reason for the Indication of the allowability of claim is: 

Regarding claim 8, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest in combination 
with the other claimed limitations a conduit, wherein the short distance is an angular 
extension of no more than 10° from the centre of the retaining groove to the end of the 
clip. 

This limitation is found in claim 8, and is neither disclosed nor taught by the prior 
art of record, alone or in combination. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Pawson et al (US 6,323,421), Federspiel et al (US 6,972,367), 
Santucci et al (US 5,235,136), Decore et al (US 6,513,289), Shira (US 3,786,1711), 
Fouss et al (US 4,245,924), VandelVelde et al (US 6,437,243), Sprenger (US 
4,530,865) and Ruddick (US D541,143 and D539,752) disclose a conduit. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning tliis communication sliould be directed to Angel R. 
Estrada at telephone number (571) 272-1973. The Examiner can normally be reached 
on Monday-Friday (8:30 -5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Diego Gutierrez can be reached on (571 ) 272-2245. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) OR 571-272-1000. 

June 5, 2009 

/Angel R. Estrada/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2831 



